The first step (suggested by Dr James Wiegold) is to use a well-known argument based on a theorem of Ha I I [3] (sharpened by Stewart [6]) to eliminate the assumption "metabelian" at the cost of replacing the class bound 1 + m(p-l) by a function which depends also on the soluble length of the group (and which we shall not attempt to optimize). The second is to note that while in [/] regular p-groups were nilpotent by definition, in this context it is sufficient to assume that we are dealing with a soluble group (of finite exponent) whose finite sections are all regular
In a recent paper [/] , Macdonald and the first-named author proved (on the way to their Theorem 3.3) that the class of a metabelian regular p-group of exponent p is at most 1 + m(p-l) . This paper is concerned with extending their result.
The first step (suggested by Dr James Wiegold) is to use a well-known argument based on a theorem of Ha I I [3] (sharpened by Stewart [6] ) to eliminate the assumption "metabelian" at the cost of replacing the class bound 1 + m(p-l) by a function which depends also on the soluble length of the group (and which we shall not attempt to optimize 
that no section of G is isomorphic to H , then G is nilpotent and its class is bounded in terms of H .
In fact, the r e s u l t in [7] did not need to use the exponent of the The rest of the paper consists of the proofs of the two lemmas. We shall use the notation and terminology of Hanna Neumann's book [5] , with three exceptions: we use "section" rather than "factor"; we write the verbal subgroup of a group G corresponding to the variety V. as VJ.G) rather than V{G) , and we do not reserve the letters G and H for relatively free groups. Some additional notation will be introduced as it becomes necessary.
Our first aim is to prove Lemma 1 under the additional assumption that Stewart [6] to obtain that G is nilpotent of class at most
ad + (e-l)(d-l)
. This completes the proof of Lemma 1.
In preparation for the proof of Lemma 2, we note that it is sufficient to prove that lemma for the case when H is a (standard) wreath product 
